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DETAILED ACTION 
Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

1. A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the 
fee set forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since 
this application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee 
set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office 
action has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicants submission filed on 
November 9 th , 2005 has been entered. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

3. Claims 1 and 10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Nordeen et al. (US 6,022,440). As to Claim 1, Nordeen et al. discloses all the 
limitations set forth in Claim 1, including: a method for laminating a pre-press proof 
comprising creating a coated (adhesive layer) sheet of plastic material (final substrate, 
i.e. polymeric film); laminating a pre-laminate sheet of material (first image composite) 
consisting of a first thermoplastic layer (first ink-receptive layer, i.e. polycarbonate) and 
a first support layer (temporary support) to the coated (adhesive) sheet of plastic 
material (second receptor); removing the first support layer (temporary support) forming 
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a pre-laminated receiver stock comprising the coated sheet (adhesive layer) of plastic 
material (final substrate, i.e. polymeric film) and the first thermoplastic layer (first ink- 
receptive layer, i.e. polycarbonate); creating an imaged receiver sheet (second image 
composite) with a second support layer (second temporary support) and a second 
thermoplastic layer (second ink-receptive layer) between the image and the second 
support layer (second temporary support); laminating the imaged receiver sheet 
(second image composite) with a pre-laminated receiver stock; and removing the 
second support layer (second temporary support) from the second thermoplastic layer 
(second ink-receptive layer) forming a pre-press proof with the image encapsulated 
between the first and second thermoplastic layers (column 10, lines 31-58; column 6, 
lines 41-43 and 60-63; column 7, lines 7-9 and 13-19 and 28-32; column 3, lines 3-4). 

4. As to Claim 10, Nordeen et al. discloses a method wherein the image is an inkjet 
generated image (column 3, lines 1-2). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 2 and 3 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Nordeen et al. (US 6,022,440) as applied to claims 1 and 10 above, and in further view 
of Sasaki (US 4,786,537). 
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As to Claims 2 and 3, Nordeen et al. discloses a method wherein the 
removable first and second support layers are coated paper substrates (column 3, lines 
25-26), but Nordeen et al. is silent as method wherein the first and second support 
layers are comprised of a support base and a release layer. It is well known and 
conventional in the transfer art, as disclosed by Sasaki (column 2, lines 60-63), to 
provide a support layer, which is comprised of a support base, and a release layer, i.e. a 
paper support base having a silicone release layer. It would have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to provide the coated paper 
disclosed by Nordeen et al. with a structure comprised of a support base, i.e. a paper 
substrate, and a release layer, i.e. a silicone layer, as suggested by Sasaki; the 
fabrication of a removable support layer having a support base and a release layer 
being well established in the art. 

7. Claim 4 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Nordeen 
et al. (US 6,022,440) as applied to claims 1 and 10 above, and in further view of Sasaki 
(US 4,786,537) and Kolobow (US 4,093,515). 

As to Claim 4, Nordeen et al. discloses a method wherein the removable second 
support layer is a coated paper substrate (column 3, lines 25-26), but Nordeen et al. is 
silent as method wherein the second support layer is comprised of a support base and a 
release layer. It is well known and conventional in the transfer art, as disclosed by 
Sasaki (column 2, lines 60-63), to provide a support layer, which is comprised of a 
support base, and a release layer, i.e. a paper support base having a silicone release 
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layer. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to provide the coated paper disclosed by Nordeen et al. with a structure 
comprised of a support base, i.e. a paper substrate, and a release layer, i.e. a silicone 
layer, as suggested by Sasaki; the fabrication of a removable support layer having a 
support base and a release layer being well established in the art. 

As to Claim 4, the references as combined do not disclose a method wherein the 
second support layer includes an aluminized layer. It is well known and conventional in 
the laminating art, as disclosed by Kolobow (column 5, lines 27-34), to provide a 
removable support layer with an aluminized layer to promote the releasability of the 
support layer. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention to modify the second support layer of the references as combined to 
include an aluminized layer as suggested by Kolobow to promote the releasability of the 
support layer. 

8. Claims 5 and 6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Nordeen et al. (US 6,022,440) as applied to claims 1 and 10 above, and in further view 
of Pilu (US 6,460,993). 

As to Claims 5 and 6, Nordeen et al. discloses a pre-press proof formed by the 
method recited in Claim 1 , but does not disclose a pre-press proof with a resolution of 
between 1000 dpi and 4000 dpi or a resolution of between 1800 dpi and 3000 dpi. Pilu 
discloses that it is not uncommon for individual users to possess ink jet printers having a 
resolution of perhaps up to 2400 dpi and that high resolution printing results in printed 
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items which are more convincing (column 3, lines 44-51). It would have been obvious 
to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to provide the pre-press 
proof of Nordeen et al. with a resolution of between 1 800 dpi and 3000 dpi, i.e. 2400 
dpi, as suggested by Pilu to yield an convincing image with excellent clarity. 

9. Claims 7 and 8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over 
Nordeen et al. (US 6,022,440) as applied to claims 1 and 10 above, and in further view 
of Yamaguchi (US 6,435,640). 

As to Claims 7 and 8, Nordeen et al. discloses providing the imaged receiver 
sheet with an inkjet generated image (column 3, lines 1-2), but Nordeen et al. is silent 
as to the imaged receiver sheet comprising either a monochrome or a multi-colored 
image. It is well known and conventional in the printing art, as disclosed by Yamaguchi 
(column 3, lines 40-42), to provide ink jet printed images in either monochrome or 
multicolor to create customized images. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time of the invention to provide the inkjet generated image of 
Nordeen et al. as either a monochrome or multi-colored image as suggested by 
Yamaguchi; the utilization of inkjet printing to provide both monochrome and multi- 
colored images being well established in the art. 

10. Claim 1 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Nordeen 
et al. (US 6,022,440) as applied to claims 1 and 10 above, and in further view Shimizu 
et al. (US 5,489,355) 
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As to Claim 1 1 , Nordeen et al. does not disclose a method wherein the adhesive 
coating of the plastic material takes place in a printing press. It is well known in the 
adhesive bonding art, as disclosed by Shimizu et al. (column 3, lines 35-38), to provide 
a substrate with an adhesive coating in a printing press. It would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to provide the adhesive coating 
of the plastic material of Nordeen et al. in a printing press as suggested by Shimizu et 
al.; the utilization of a printing press to provide a substrate with an adhesive coating 
being well established in the art. 

11. Claim 12 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Nordeen 
et al. (US 6,022,440) as applied to claims 1 and 10 above, and in further view of Kondos 
et al. (US 6,593,423). 

As to Claim 12, Nordeen et al. does not disclose a method wherein the sheet of 
plastic material is coated with chlorinated polypropylene. It is well known and 
conventional in the adhesive bonding art, as disclosed by Kondos et al. (column 1 , lines 
35-39; column 2, lines 39-50), to coat the bonding surface of a polymeric sheet with an 
adhesion promoting agent, e.g. chlorinated polypropylene, to increase the adherence of 
the plastic sheet to other substrates. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the art at the time of the invention to modify the method of Nordeen et al. to include 
coating the sheet of plastic material with an adhesion promoting agent, i.e. chlorinated 
polypropylene, as suggested by Kondos et al. to increase the adherence of the plastic 
sheet to the other sheet material thereby resulting in a securely bonded laminate. 
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Conclusion 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Kimberly K. McClelland whose telephone number is 
(571) 272-2372. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00 a.m.-5 p.m. Mon-Fri.. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Chris A. Fiorilla can be reached on (571)272-1 187. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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